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INTRODUCTION. 



The Reader of the following pages, who may not 
have seen the pamphlet to which they refer, may 
probably wish to know something of the circum- 
stances to which they owe their origin. They are 
as follows : — In the early part of the present year 
Mr. Archdeacon. Hodson had circulated, in the 
Parish of Colwich, a >variety>^of Tracts containing 
the most odious, and NW^just charges against the 
Catholic Church. Several of these Tracts, deliver- 
ed by the Archdeacon's own hands, came into the 
possession of the present writer. They imputed 
to the Catholic Church certain infamous doctrines 
which she never held, and which every member of 
her communion would repudiate with horror and 
detestation. One of these imputed doctrines was, 
that the Catholic Church '^ believes that pardon 
for sins past, present and to come, may be sold by 
her clergy, and that they have the power to grant 
such pardons unconditionally for money." This 
charge he selected from amongst the rest, and in a 
letter, submitted it to the Archdeacon s consider- 
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ation, disclaiming the same on the part of the Catho- 
lic Church, and avowing, that the church which 
should believe or teach such a doctrine, must es- 
sentially be in damnable error. Inasmuch, how- 
ever, as he was not a member of his parish, he did 
not consider himself authorized to require the Arch- 
deacon to defend or discuss such a question in writ- 
ing. He requested, therefore, merely a personal 
interview, and proposed, for that purpose, to call 
upon him at his residence, with two friends as wit- 
nesses from his own parish of Colwich, on any day 
that he would appoint in the course of the ensuing 
fortnight ; and pledged himself solemnly to abjure 
the Catholic religion if she could be proved guilty 
of teaching such impious doctrine. He signified, 
moreover, that in the event of the Archdeacon's de- 
clining the interview, and not suggesting an equi- 
valent in its stead, he should consider it a duty 
to expose forthwith the incorrectness of the state- 
ment; and he should feel himself authorized to 
publish his own letter and any reply that might be 
sent. 

Mr. Archdeacon Hodson, however, suggested 
an equivalent ; he proposed to discuss the question 
in writing ; the proposal was cheerfully accepted ; 
and the acceptance duly signified ; and from that 
moment, it had ever been the impression on the 
mind of the present writer, that until the discussion 
should be fairly closed, neither party could, con- 



sistently with honourable feeling, claim the right of 
publishing. 

From the nature of the pledge which he had 
given, and from other considerations, the writer of 
the following pages did not consider himself obliged, 
and for reasons which will afterwards be stated, he 
did not consider it advisable, to reply argumenta- 
tively to the Archdeacon's letter, until some, at least, 
of the arguments in support of the whole proposi- 
tion should be laid before him. These argu- 
ments were progressively stated in three letters, 
bearing date, respectively, April 30th, May 15th, 
and June 30th. Sundry intermediate letters, chiefly 
on the subject of references for quotations, had also 
passed between the parties. 

No sooner, however, had Mr. Archdeacon 
Hodson completed his own part of the argument, 
than, to the utter astonishment of the present writer, 
without waiting for a single argument in reply, and 
before even he had supplied his correspondent with 
half the references for his quotations, he announc- 
ed by public advertisement in one of the County 
Newspapers, that three of his own letters (the cor- 
respondence consisted of ten,) were in the press, 
and would be published in a few days. 

His correspondent having publicly complained 
of this proceeding, Mr. Archdeacon Hodson in his 
preface to a second Edition, by way of vindication, 
asks the following questions: ''Will Mr. Green 
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''affirm, that if I had not published myself, he 
would not have published them for me in any 
way which might best have suited his purpose ? 
— ^Was he not in fact preparing to do so? — Did 
he not assert in the hearing of my own parish- 
ioners, and of others, that I had not defended, 
and could not defend, the position in the little 
tract of which he complained ; and that he intend- 
ed to lay my letters before the public, as soon 
as I had completed the correspondence on my 
part ? " — ^To the first query Mr. Green replies ; — 
that until the discussion should have been closed, 
had it lasted even for years, without Mr. Arch- 
deacon Hodson's consent he certainly should not; 
that whether he should have published them then, 
or not, he can neither affirm nor deny — ^it must 
necessarily have depended upon circumstances; that, 
in a partial or mutilated state, or in any way what- 
ever not strictly and conscientiously honorable, most 
assuredly he would not. To the second and third 
queries he answers unequivocally, ''No " 

T. L. GREEN. 

Tixall, Sfptember, 24th 1838. 



N.B. The scriptural quotations, in the folloviiig Letter, are most 
of them taken from the Protestant yersion. 



LETTER. 



TO THE VENERABLE ARCHDEACON HODSON, M. A. 



Venerable Sir, 

You have recently published a pamphlet, 
intituled, " The Church of Rome's Traffic in Pardons," 
the purport of which is to prove that the Catholic Church 
(or as you choose to call her, '^ The Church of Rome,") 
"believes that pardon for sins, past, present, and to 
come, may be sold by her Clergy, and that they have 
the power to grant such pardons unconditionally for 
money." The outline of your argument may be briefly 
stated as follows : — 1- " The Council of Trent sanctions 
the doctrine of indulgences."* — 2. " Indulgences are to 
all intents and purposes synonymous with pardons. "f — 
3. " It has ever been, and is to this day, the practice of the 
Church of Rome, to sell indulgences."^ — 4. "There have 
been heretofore, and for aught you know to the contrary, 

• "Traffic," p. 3. + Ibid. t Ibid. 
B 



there are still, certain catalogues of crime called/ Tax- 
tables of the Apostolic Chancery and of the sacred 
Apostolic Penitentiary,' prepared and printed by author- 
ity, stating the specific prices at which absolutions and 
dispensations might be purchased for every actual and 
almost for every imaginable crime."* — 5. " These indul- 
gences^ absolutions, and dispensations, are practically 
applicable to sins future, as well as to sins past and pre- 
sent, "f — And 6, "although certain other conditions are 
usually specified as requisite, there are ways and means 
by which any of them may be dispensed with or evaded, 
or commuted, except the pecuniary one."} Your argu- 
ments and facts in support of these positions are detailed 
in three letters addressed personally to me, preceded by 
two others which form a kind of introduction : and you 
preface the whole by a somewhat curious " Advertise- 
ment" to which before the close of this letter I shall 
probably call your attention. 

I intend. Rev. Sir, to reply to your pamphlet, and 
to every individual argument and fact therein contained. 
And although by an undue manoeuvre you have preju- 
diced the public mind against me, and rendered it difii- 
cult for those even, who would wish to judge impartially, 
to devote to my arguments that patient attention with 
which an unbiassed mind would consider them, I am 
by no means disconcerted. My appeal is not to you. 
Rev. Sir, but to the public. To the honesty of public 
opinion when rightly informed upon a question, I never 
yet appealed in vain. In the causes which I have had 
to plead before the public I never yet found that any 
other argument was requisite than the truth, the whole 

• •• Traffic," pp. 23, 86. t Ibid, pp. 29, 30. * Ibid, p. 38. 



truths and nothing but the truth. My intention is in 
this instance to supply your omissions^ and to lay the 
whole honestly before them ; and I can tell you plainly 
in the outset^ that I have no fear as to the result. May 
the God of truth and of charity inspire me^ and may he 
grant me to defend the one^ and not to offend against 
the other. 

The first point in your argument then is, that " the 
Council of Trent sanctions the doctrine of indulgences." 
But what doctrine ? That she sanctions the doctrine 
of indulgences as taught and believed by the Catholic 
Church both before and since the Protestant reforma- 
tion, I am perfectly willing to admit. That she sanc- 
tions the doctrine of indulgences as misrepresented by 
her enemies, I as unreservedly deny. Her decree is 
as follows : — * ^^ Whereas the power of dispensing indul- 
gences was granted by Christ to his Church ; and this 
power thus divinely obtained, she has exercised even 
in the remotest periods; this sacred synod teaches and 
enjoins that the use of indulgences, exceedingly bene- 
^^ficial to Christian people, and approved of by the 
^' authority of sacred councils, is to be retained in the 
^^ Church : and she anathematizes those who either as- 
'^ sert that they are useless, or deny that in the Church 

* "Cum potestas conferendi indulgentias a Christo ecclesiae concessa sit; 
atque hujusmodi potestate diyinitus sibi tradita, antiquissimis etiam temporibus 
ilia usa fnerit, gacrosancta synodus indulgentiarum usum, Christiano populo 
maxime salutarem, et sacrorum conciliorum auctoritate probatum, in ecclesia reti- 
nendum esse docet et prscipit ; eosque anathemate damnat, qui aut inutiles esse 
asserunt, yel eas concedendi in ecclesia potestatem esse negant ; in his tamen 
concedendis moderationem juxta yeterem et probatam in ecclesia consuetudinem, 
adhiberi cupit; ne nimia facilitate ecclesiastica disciplina eneriretur. Abusus 
vero qui in his irrepserunt, et quorum oceasione insigne hoc indulgentiarum no- 
men ab hereticis blasphematur, emendates et conectos cupiens, prssenti decreto 
generaliter statuit, pravos queestus omnes pro his consequendis, unde plurima in 

b2 






" there is a power of granting them. In granting them, 
" however, she desires that according to the ancient and 
approved of custom in the Church, due moderation be 
observed, lest, by a too great facility in granting them, 
ecclesiastical discipline be impaired. But desiring to 
"correct and reform the abuses which have crept in 
respecting them, and on account of which this distin- 
guished name of Indulgences is blasphemed by here- 
tics, she determines generally by this present decree, 
that all unrighteous gains for obtaining them, from 
which amongst Christians abundant occasion of abuses 
has resulted, be entirely abolished. But with regard 
" to others (abuses) which may in any way have resulted 
" from superstition, ignorance, irreverence, or from any 
"other cause whatsoever, whereas on account of the 
various evils of the places and provinces in which they 
exist, they cannot conveniently be specially prohibited, 
she enjoins all bishops, that each one shall diligently 
collect such abuses of his own church, and report the 
same in the next provincial synod; that being certi- 
fied by the judgment of other bishops, they may be 
" forthwith submitted to the chief, the bishop of Rome, 
"by whose authority and prudence that may be deter- 
" mined which may be expedient for the whole Church ; 



Ghristiano populo abusnum causa fluxit, omnino abolendos esse. Cseteros vero, 
qui ex superstitione, ignorantia, ineverentia, aut aliunde quomodocunque prove- 
nerunt, cum ob multiplices locorum et provinciarum, apud quas hi committuntur, 
comiptelas commode nequeunt specialiter prohiberi ; mandat omnibus episcopis, 
ut diligenter quisque hujusmodi abusus ecclesicB suee coUigat, eosque in prima 
synodo provinciali referat ; ut aliorum quoque episcoporum sententia cogniti, sta- 
tim ad summum Romanum Pontificem deferantur ; cujus auctoritate et prudentia 
quod universali ecclesiee expediet statuatur ; ut ita sanetarum indulgentiarum mu- 
nus pie sancte et incorrupte omnibus fidelibus dispensetur." — Deeretum de Indul- 
{^entiii. Sess. xxt. 












*^ that so, the benefit of holy indulgences may be dis- 
" pensed to all the faithful, piously, holily, and disinter- 
" estedly." 

Such, Rev. Sir, is the decree which was passed by 
the Council of Trent on the subject of indulgences, at 
the close of the last Session. And to me it appears, 
that the candid reader will at once discover that whilst 
she asserted, in behalf of the Catholic Church the power 
of granting indulgences, and declared her determination 
to continue the iLse of them, she at the same time 
expressly censured and condemned the abibse of them ; 
that acknowledging candidly that sundry abuses did 
exist, she carefully distinguished between those which 
were of a pecuniary character, and those which resulted 
from other causes ,• that leaving the latter to be further 
inquired into by the bishops in their respective dioceses, 
and to be promptly reported to the see of Rome, she 
decreed without reserve that \]iq former should be forth- 
with corrected and that all unrighteous gains should be 
utterly and entirely abolished. If you ask me, Rev. Sir, 
why she qualified the term qucestuSy and did not abso- 
lutely prohibit all gains whatsoever, I answer — precisely 
for the same reason, for which you would not wish to see 
prohibited all gains whatsoever in behalf of your churches 
or hospitals, or any of your various societies, which may 
result from the preaching of sermons, or other such reli- 
gious ministrations. If you ask me why at least she did 
not prohibit all private and personal gains, I answer again— 
for this sufficient reason, because she had not, as you have 
mis-stated, driven off the consideration of these abuses to 

the very close of her last Session,* but had actually passed 

— • » — - — - — ■ — I... II 

" Traffic,'* p. 20. 



a decree to that eiFect more than twelve months before, 
in the course of her twenty-first Session. If you ask 
me to explain, for the benefit of the reader, the whole 
extent of that decree, I must tell you briefly for the pre- 
sent, inasmuch as this is not the most suitable oppor- 
tunity, that having duly inquired into the character of 
those persons, whose office it had heretofore been to 
preach and publish those particular indulgences, which 
had chiefly been subjected to abuse ; and finding that 
not only the present individuals, but their predecessors 
also for several past centuries, had many of them been 
guilty of most flagrant abuses ; and finding moreover 
that the decrees of several preceding councils had been 
ineffectual for preventing the recurrence of such abuses, 
she not only ejected firom their office the then present 
delinquents, but she actually annulled and abrogated the 
very office and its name altogether ; and decreed, that 
in future such indulgences should be published in their 
respective dioceses by the bishops only, two members 
of the chapter being to be deputed by him for that 
purpose ; and that they should be authorized to collect 
the alms and oblations of the faithful, but to accept 
for themselves neither fee nor reward (nulla prorsus 
mercede dccepta;J in order, as she added, that all men 
at length might truly know that these heavenly treasures 
of the Church are not dispensed for lucre, but for the 
advancement of piety ftit tandem ccelestes hos ecclesice 
thesauros non ad qucBStvm sed ad pietatem exerceri 
omnes vere intelligant.J How far. Rev. Sir, these facts 
and documents will agree with your assertions that she 
" drove off the consideration of the abttses with regard 
to indulgences to the very close of the last Session ;"* 

"Traffic," p. 19. 



that ^' the Bishops and the Supreme Pontiff were the 
very men who had most notoriously sanctipned those 
abuses ;"* that she did not '^ prohibit the sale of indul- 
gences, but restricted her prohibition to nefarious traf- 
^c,"t (^8 if the one would not necessarily be included in 
the other ;) and that she " left it to every Pope, Cardi- 
nal, Bishop, Confessor, to determine for himself what is 
and what is not nefarious,"^ I may safely leave to the 
candid judgment of the reader. 

And here. Rev. Sir, as far as indulgences are con- 
cerned, I might at once make my stand. You acknow- 
ledge yourself that the doctrine with which you have 
charged us is not ^^ formally laid down in any of our 
authorized standards or confessions of faith, and that 
neither the articles of the Council of Trent, nor the 
Trent Catechism, nor the Creed of Pope Pius IV., say 
any thing in so many words, about granting pardons for 
money ."II But you mean to insinuate of course by the 
italics, that in some other mode, though not, perhaps^ 
^'formally," or in some other number of words, in some 
one or other of the said authorized standards, the doc- 
trine may be discovered. Now, I beg the reader to 
observe, that the only one of those authorized standards 
from which you have quoted, or to which you have even 
referred or alluded, in the whole course of your argu- 
ment, is the decree on indulgences from the Council of 
Trent, which I have submitted to him at full length in 
the Latin, as well as in English. And I appeal most 
confidently to the honest sincerity of the reader, if in 
the whole course of that decree, there is one single ex- 
pression which either "formally" or otherwise, or "in so 
many words," or in more or fewer words, or in any other 

Traffic." p. 19. + Ibid, p. 19. t Ibid, p. 80. || Ibid. p. 3. 
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form of words y or in any mode whatsoever y directly or 
indirectly^ lays down or sanctions the infamous doctrine 
that either pardons or indulgences may be sold for money. 
On the contrary, Rev. Sir, both in that decree and in 
the one which I have adduced from the twenty-first 
Session, the opposite doctrine is expressly set forth. 
And if even, therefore, your next point were to be found 
conclusive, and it were to be conceded that indulgences 
are, as you would wish to represent them, to all intents 
and purposes synonymous with pardons, the doctrine that 
such pardons may be sold for money, so far from being 
sanctioned by the Council of Trent, is to all intents 
and purposes, condemned. And as the Catholic Church 
(or the " Church of Rome") does not believe any 
any doctrine which the Council of Trent condemns, the 
Catholic Church (or the " Church of Rome") does not 
believe that such pardons may be sold for money ; which 
in point of fact is the whole and sole question at issue. 
Your argument then. Rev- Sir, is at once demonstrated 
to be a failure : its very foundation is a nullity ; and the 
superstructure which you have built upon it must neces- 
sarily fall to the ground. It is not, however, my inten- 
tion to avail myself so far of this advantage as to decline 
any further discussion. I propose to examine thoroughly 
the whole remainder of your argument ; and proceeding 
forthwith to your next point, to explain candidly to the 
reader what an indulgence really is, and to prove that 
what you have misrepresented it to be, it really is not. 

Before a person unacquainted with the doctrines of 
the Catholic Church, can be rightly informed of her 
doctrine with regard to indulgences, so as to understand 
correctly even what an indulgence is, it will be proper to 
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explain certain other principles upon which the doctrine 
of indulgences is founded. In the first place^ then, the 
Catholic Church teaches that there is a two-fold punish- 
ment due to sin, — ^the eternal punishment of hell in the 
next world, and a punishment, which, being limited in 
its duration, is called the temporal punishment. We see 
the case exemplified in the first sin that was ever com- 
mitted by man. When Adam had transgressed the 
commandment of God in Paradise by eating the forbid- 
den fipuit, not only was he doomed to the everlasting 
torments of hell in the next world, but he was sentenced 
also to a life of sorrow and of hard labour here, and even- 
tually to corporal death : — ^' Cursed is the ground for 
thy sake^^ said Almighty God to him, " thorns and this- 
tles shall it bring forth to thee. . ..In the sweat of thy 
fojce shalt thou eat bread, till thou return unto the 
ground ; for out of it wast thou taken ; for dust thou 
art, and unto dust shalt thou return.^'** The Catholic 
Church teaches also, that although upon true repent- 
ance, through the merits of Christ's sufferings, the guilt 
and eternal punishment may be remitted, the temporal 
punishment may yet remain to be endured. Of this 
position there are many illustrations in the sacred vo- 
lume. In the first place we know, from experience as 
well as firom scripture, that whether Adam repented or 
not, and whether through faith and repentance he ob- 
tained the remission of the eternal punishment, or not, 
he certainly did not obtain the remission of the tempo- 
ral punishment. The ground, to this day, is still cursed 
for his sake ; it still brings forth its thorns and thistles ; 

and all the days that Adam lived, were nine hundred 

. ^ ,« , , ' — 

• Oen. iii. H, 18, 19. 
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and thirty years ; and he diedJ*^* Again, we know from 
scripture that the guilt of that sin, and the consequent 
liability to its punishment, devolves upon all his poste- 
rity ; that by that " one man sin entered into the world, 
and death by sin ; and so death passed upon all merty 
for that all have sinned.^* f And further, that *^ by the 
offence of (that) one, judgment came upon all men to 
condemnation. ^'f And the same is set forth, Rev. Sir, 
in your Articles and Liturgy. In the " Ministration of 
Public Baptism of Infants,"|| your Liturgy proclaims 
that "all men are conceived and born in sin. . . .and that 
none can enter into the kingdom of God except he be 
regenerate and bom anew of water and the Holy 
Ghost;" and the ninth of your thirty-nine Articles de- 
clares, that " in every person born into this world," this 
original or birth sin " deserveth God's wrath and dam- 
nation.^' But your Liturgy, Rev. Su:, as well as ours, 
and the twenty-seventh, also, of your thirty-nine Arti- 
cles declares, that this original or birth sin is remitted by 
baptism, and that infants as well as adults, receive by 
baptism the remission of their sins, and are spiritually 
regenerated, Justified, and sanctified.^ Now, whether 
Adam repented or not, or whether he obtained the remis- 
sion of the guilt and eternal punishment of his sin or not, 
is a question which need not detain us. You cannot pos- 

• Gen. V. 5. + Rom. v. 12. t Rom. v. 18. |1 Book of Common Prayer, 
IT " Baptism is not only a sign of profession and mark of difference, whereby 
Christian men are discerned from others that be not christened ; but it is also a sign 
of regeneration, or new birth, whereby as by an instrument they that receive bap- 
tism rightly, are grafted into the church, the promises of the forgiveness qf sin, and 
of our adoption to be the sons of God by the Holy Ghost, are visibly signed and 
sealed, ^c."— Art. XXVII. "Almighty and everlasting God, look upon this 
child ; wash him and sanctify him with the Holy Ghost.'\ . •' We call upon thee for this 
infant, that he, coming to thy holy baptism may receive remission of his sins by spi. 
ritual regeneration.*', . •« Dearly beloved, ye have brought this child here to be bap- 
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sibly deny, that in infants regenerated, justified, and 
sanctified y both the one and the other must be entirely 
cancelled ; and that a baptized infant, if it dies, is receiv- 
ed immediately into heaven. And yet. Rev. Sir, though 
the guilt and eternal punishment are certainly remitted, 
.the temporal punishment is not remitted. That temporal 
punishment of our original or birth sin is death, and the 
various sufferings which precede and accompany it; and 
the baptized infant, though regenerated, justified and 
sanctified, and never having been guilty of one single 
actual transgression of its own, undergoes that temporal 
punishment and dies^ as commonly and indiscriminately 
as the infant that is not baptized. Both scripture and 
experience then, illustrate and confirm this Catholic 
doctrine, that a two-fold punishment is due to sin, and 
that the one part is not necessarily remitted with the 
other. Indeed, the temporal punishment due to our 
original or birth sin never has been remitted, nor pro- 
bably ever will be. 

Another remarkable illustration of this principle 
may be found in the 12th chapter of the second Book of 
Samuel. You will find it there recorded that David 
having been guilty of those two most dreadful crimes of 
adultery and murder, the prophet Nathan was commis- 
sioned to admonish him of his guilt, and to denounce 
the judgments of heaven against him. The conscious 

tized ; ye have prayed that our Lord Jesus Christ i/rould vouchsafe to receive him, 
to release him of his sins,to sanctify him with the Holy Ghost, %c. Ye have heard also, 
that our Lord Jesus Christ hath promised in his Gospel to grant all these things that 
ye have prayed for, Stc." And — the baptism having been administered — '* Seeing 
now dearly beloved brethren, that this child is regenerate, let us give thanks, 8i:c." 
'•We yield thee hearty thanks most merciful Father, that it hath pl(«a«.e(l tli( e (') 
regenerate this infant with thy Holy Spirit, Sec, &c. &c." — Baiilism of Infanti. — 
Book of Common Prayer. 

c2 
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monarch at once acknowledged his wickedness^ and be- 
came on the spot a most sincere penitent : and the pro- 
phet declared to him, that "the Lord also had taken 
away his sin, and that he should not die ;" but that, 
nevertheless, " because by that deed he had given great 
occasion to the enemies of God to blaspheme, the child 
that was bom to him should dieJ^ The prophet had also 
previously announced to him, that ^^ the sword should 
never depart from his house,'^ and that certain other 
afflictions, which he specified, would befal him : and we 
learn from the scripture, that although upon his repent- 
ance the Lord had taken away his sin, these temporal 
punishments were each of them inflicted. Now why, let 
me ask you. Rev. Sir, was the humbled penitent to suf- 
fer the loss of his child, and to undergo those other most 
severe inflictions, (which were all, be it observed, de- 
nounced as punishments of his sin,) if it were not that 
the temporal pimishment was not remitted with the guilt, 
and that Bellarmine's distinction between the remissio 
culpce and the remissio pcence temporalis, is as mani- 
festly correct and scriptural, as your condemnation of 
it is otherwise. 

A still further scriptural exemplification of this 
Catholic distinction of Bellarmine's, is recorded in the 
14th chapter of the Book of Numbers. We read there 
that the children of Israel had murmured against Moses 
and Aaron, and that the Lord declared to Moses, that 
he would " smite them with the pestilence and disinherit 
them, and make of him a greater nation and mightier 
than they." But Moses remonstrated with Almighty 
God, and represented to him, that if he should do so, 
and " kill all the people as one man," then the nations 
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would say : ^' Because the Lord was not able to bring this 
people into the land which he sware unto them, there- 
fore he hath slain them in the wilderness ;^' and he con- 
cluded with this prayer " Pardon, I beseech thee, the 
iniquity of this people y according to the greatness of thy 
mercy, and as thou hast forgiven this people, firom Egypt 
even until now. And the Lord said, I have pardoned, 
according to thy word; But as truly as I live,. .. .be- 
cause all these men. . . .have tempted me now these ten 
times, and have not hearkened to my voice, surely they 
shall not see the land which I sware unto their fathers, 
neither shall any of them that provoked me see it. .. . 
Say unto them, As truly as I live saith the Lord,. . . . 
your carcases shall fall in this wilderness. .. .and your 
children shall wander in this wilderness forty years. . . . 
After the number of the days in which ye searched 
the land, even forty days, each day for a year shall ye 
bear y^ut iniquities, ^^ 

From these statements. Rev. Sir, it must be mani- 
fest, — 1. That the people had grievously sinned, and 
were liable of course to damnation. — 2. That the tem- 
poral punishment decreed against them was, that they 
should be presently smitten with the pestilence, and 
utterly destroyed as a people. — 3. That at the prayer of 
Moses, Godi pardoned them : but — 4. That, nevertheless, 
he decreed against them another temporal punishment, 
which, the subsequent history informs us, he rigorously 
executed upon them. And my argument with you will 
be as follows : — 

1. Either this ^'pardon of the iniquity of this 
people," was a pardon of iniquity or sin, ^'properly 
speaking/^ — or it was not. If it was, as far as the text 
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informs us^ it seems to have been granted as uncondi- 
tionally, as (according to your method of quoting) such 
pardons are represented to have been granted in the 
Bulls of the Popes. There is no mention of faith, or 
repentance, or prayer (as proceeding from them,) or 
alms, or fasting, or any other such scriptural accompani- 
ment and conditions ; and of course the essentials, such 
as faith, and repentance, and the like, must be supposed. 
And, 2. Notwithstanding the fact of the iniquity 
being pardoned, the temporal punishment was as mani- 
festly not pardoned; and Bellarmine's distinction be- 
tween the remission of the guilt, and the remission of the 
temporal punishment, instead of being " fiitile,"* as you 
have thought proper to denounce it, is again proved to 
be scriptural. If on the other hand, this pardon of 
iniquity or sin, was not a pardon of iniquity or sin, 
properly speaking, but only a remission of that severe 
temporal punishment, with which they had been pre- 
viously threatened, viz., that they should be smitten 
with the pestilence and utterly destroyed as a people, 
you must, in that case, concede, that the word iniquity, 
may be scripturally used in a sense not properly speak- 
ing its own ; and the reader will at once be prepared to 
expect, that perhaps the ^^ pardon of sins" granted in 
the Popes' Bulls, may not have been, properly speaking, 
a pardon of sins, but only, what you own that the Vicars 
Apostolic, in the Laity's Directory for 1811, defined an 
indulgence to be, viz., *^ a remission of the whole or a 
part of the temporal punishment that often remains to 
be sufiered for sins, which, as to their guilt and eternal 
punfshment, have been already remitted." And if so, 

• Traffic, p. 50. 
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Rev. Sir, to the reader it will not appear improbable, 
that before the conclusion of my argument, this second 
point may be found to be as perfect a nullity as the for- 
mer. That, however, of course it will be incumbent 
upon me to prove. 

In accordance then. Rev. Sir, with these scriptural 
positions, the Catholic Church has at all times believed, 
and the Council of Trent has declared, that a two-fold 
punishment is due to sin ; and that the one part is not 
necessarily remitted with the other. She believes yet 
further, and both scripture and experience confirm the 
doctrine, that neither rewards nor punishments, ac- 
cording to the measure of God's justice, are dispensed 
in this life. It is undoubtedly true, that the most 
abandoned reprobates are often known to be the most 
successful and prosperous; and David tells us in the 73rd 
Psalm, that his " feet were almost gone, and his steps 
had well nigh slipped when he saw the prosperity of the 
wicked." And wisely and mercifully has Almighty God 
decreed, that such should be the case. Unfortunately, 
Rev. Sir, the goods and evils of this life make a deeper 
impression on the minds of Christians in general, than 
the prospect of those of the future. Neither heaven nor 
hell, from a want of due reflection, produces much prac- 
tical effect upon the conduct of the world at large. And 
how few, indeed, would have courage to repent of their 
wickedness, and to change their lives, if they knew from 
experience, that their repentance would be followed by a 
change in their earthly circumstances ; that the tempo- 
ral punishment of their past crimes would necessarily be 
inflicted here ; and that whether the remaining portion 
of their lives was destined to be long or short, the whole 
must inevitably be endured, and that want of duration 
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could only be compensated by increased proportion of 
severity. From reason^ then^ and scripture, and the attri- 
butes of the Deity, and the experience of every observer, 
we may confidently assume, that rewards and punish- 
ments, in proportion to the measure of God's justice, are 
not administered in this world. And the Catholic Church 
teaches, that as with regard to those who die unrepent- 
ant, and to whom an eternity of punishment is due, 
there is a place prepared for that punishment to be in- 
flicted ; so with regard to those to whom the guilt and 
eternal punishment may have been remitted, but from 
whom a proportion of temporal punishment still remains 
to be exacted, there is a state prepared for the infliction 
of that also ; and that from that state they will not be 
suffered to depart " till they have paid the last far- 
thing." — Now, whether these doctrines of the Catholic 
Church are correct or not, is not the question at issue. 
If it were, I could support them by a much more abund- 
ant supply of argument. I have merely stated and ex- 
plained them, to enable the reader to understand more 
correctly the intended explanation of the real nature of 
an indulgence. 

The real question at issue. Rev. Sir, is, whether the 
Catholic Church "believes that pardons for sins, past, 
present, and to come, may be sold by her clergy, and 
that they have the power to grant such pardons uncon- 
ditionally for money :" and the point immediately be- 
fore us, is, whether an indvlgence is such a pardon. 
You admit that " Bossuet, Gother, Challoner, Milner, 
C. Butler, and others, tell you that indulgences do not 
mean pardons ;"♦ and that " the Vicars Apostolic for 
the four districts of England, instruct the laity in their 
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Directory for 1811^ that an indulgence is not a licence 
to commit sin^ nor a pardon of future sins^ nor indeed 
properly speaking any pardon of sins at all^ but only a 
remission of the whole or a part of the temporal punish- 
menty that often remains to be suffered for sins^ which^ 
as to their guilt and eternal punishment^ have been al- 
ready remitted ; a plenary indulgence being that, which, 
when fully obtained, remits the tohole debt of temporal 
punishment so remaining due."* And you acknowledge 
also Rev. Sir, that " if these gentlemen are right, the 
author of your tract" (and of course yourself with him) 
^^ must be wrong — so far at least as indulgences are con- 
cemed."t But you wish to know whether the exposi- 
tions which are quoted above of the doctrine of indul- 
gences are " authorized expositions ? " Whether " Mr. 
Gother, Dr. Challoner, Dr. Milner, Mr. Charles Butler, 
the bishop of Meaux, the Vicars Apostolic of England, 
are authorized expositors of the views entertained by the 
Roman Catholic Church on this and other disputed 
questions ?"{ And I answer unhesitatingly, that with 
the sole exception of Mr. Charles Butler, who was a 
layman, they most unquestionably are. A Catholic 
Bishop in his diocese. Rev. Sir, is as much an authorized 
expositor of the doctrines of the Catholic Church, as a 
Judge upon the bench is an authorized expositor of the 
laws of England. And the inferior clergy in their re- 
spective parishes and congregations, duly appointed 
and approved, are, in a subordinate degree, authorized 
expositors also. That they are not, as individuals, 
infallible expositors, I am perfectly prepared to admit. 
They are as capable of delivering heretical opinions, 

• "Traffic," p. 5. + Ibid, p. 6. X Ibid, p. 6. 
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instead of the doctrines of the Churgh^ as a judge upon 
the bench is of delivering incorrect and falsified exposi- 
tions of the English laws. But^ thanks to the goodness and 
the wise dispensations of Providence, there exists in our 
church a system of organized and well supported disci- 
pline, which would as surely and as promptly remove the 
heretical preacher from one of our pulpits, as the estab- 
lished jurisprudence of the British constitution would 
remove from the bench the incompetent, or notoriously 
wicked judge. Our congregations, let me tell you Rev. 
Sir, are not accustomed to hear the doctrine of the 
morning preacher directly contradicted by the afternoon 
lecturer ;* nor are they accustomed to be warned by one 
clergyman not to attend the sermons of another, whose 
doctrines may not be in accordance with his own.f 
Such exhibitions, thank God, are unknown and unheard 
of in our places of worship. 

The bishops Challoner and Milner, then. Rev. Sir, 
and the bishop of Meaux, (Bossuet,) and the Rev. Mr. 
Gother, and the bishops. The Vicars Apostolic, are 
" authorized expositors of the views entertained by the 
Roman Catholic Church on this and other disputed 
questions;" and the expositions above quoted of the 
doctrine of indulgences, are so many *^ authorized expo- 

• " Evangelical preachers do not always preach evangelical or spiritual ser- 
mons. — A most judicious and impressive argument in the forenoon, on some point 
of virtuous practice, shall be fairly knocked on the head in the afternoon, by a 
tirade against good toorks^ in whole." — Edinburgh Review — On Evangelical Preach' 
ing — No, cxxx. p. 446. 

■i- The present writer knows an instance of a celebrated evangelical preacher, 
a dignitary of the Establishftient, warning his parishioners from the pulpit, not to 
attend the service at any church of the Establishment^ unless the preacher was an 
evangelical. He declared to them that they would lose their souls if they did — and 
that the blame should not be his, for that he had performed his duty, and duly 
warned them, "so help him God— he had,'* (!!!) 
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sitions." And what is to be the important consequence? 
You " must own/' you say, " that you are exceedingly 
puzzled how to reconcile those statements with the lan- 
guage of the indulgences themselves, granted from time 
to time by the Heads of their Church. The Popes, you 
presume, are at least as high authority as the Bishops 
and inferior Pastors of their Church : yet you find in 
their Bulls expressions which seem to you, you must con- 
fess, not a little contradictory to those which you have 
quoted.."* And what then ? Does it follow, do you think, 
Rev. Sir, that because an unauthorized expositor of the 
Catholic doctrines is puzzled, every authorized expositor 
of them must be so too ? Does it follow that because a 
Protestant theologian, who himself has equivalently and 
publicly avowed, that in the English Protestant Univer- 
sities theology is not taught, (!)t — does it follow, I say, 
that because a theologian, from such a University, is 

• ''Traffic/'p. 6. 
+ ** Nor. . . .will the wants of the people. ... be duly supplied, unless greater 
care be taken in training the future pastors of the church, and unless, vnth this 
tieto, some specific course qf theological education be enjoined, authoritatively , on the 
Candidates for the ministry (!). . .1 do trust, that am^ong other benefits which may 
arise out of the late strange attempt of the Dissenters to force themselves into our 
Universities, one may be the adoption qf some systematic and effective course of 
Theological study for those who are destined for the Church CH!) I am fully aware 
of the objections which may be made to such an attempt (I) — ^the difficulty^ on the 
one hand, of combining the study of divinity with that of science and literature 
before the first degree is taken ; and on the other, the hardship of requiring 
young men to prolong their residence in the University for that purpose (tfter taking 
the degree of B, A " {WW) Church and State — a Charge — delivered by Mr, Arch' 
deacon Hodson to the Clergy of the Archdeaconry of Stafford — June, 1834 — and 
published at their unanimous request {W\) — "In theology.. we are sadly in the 
dark" (1) Quarterly Review for February 1837, p. 221— quoted by the Dublin Review 
for April, 1837.— "One fortnight now comprises the beginning and the end of all 
the public instruction which any candidate for holy orders is required to attend, 
previously to entering upon his profession. . . .and the great mqjority of the can. 
didates reside only for the single fortnight.** (! I ! I) Pusey, on Cathedral Institutions, 
p, 25, 2^— Dublin Review, for April, 1837. 
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puzzled when he meets with Catholic technicalities^ a 
Catholic theologian must be puzzled also ? Suppose, for 
a moment, that some smatterer in law^ Rev. Sir, some 
conceited pedant, who might know perhaps about as 
much of English law, as most Protestant theologians 
know really of the Catholic religion, were to find himself 
puzzled in reading over an Act of Parliament, would the 
English law, or the Act of Parliament, be at all the worse 
for his ignorance ? But what, after all. Rev. Sir, are 
these " exceedingly puzzling expressions," which seem 
to you, in your theology, not a little contraictory ? Per- 
haps the reader, in his honesty, may find them less per- 
plexing, when some of your convenient omissions are 
supplied. 

In the first place, you state that Pope Urban. II. 
^^ promised to those who should join the banners of the 
Cross against the Infidels, not only indulgence of all their 
sins," (which, you say, " looks very much like pardon of 
sins,") "but also an entrance into the paradise of bliss."* 
Now the passage runs thus : " plenam suorum peccato- 
rum, \si veraciterfverint corde contriti et ore confessi^ 
veniam indulgemus, et in retributione justorum salutis 
aetemae poUicemur augmentum :"t — i. e. "we mercifully 
grant them full pardon of their sins, if they be truly con- 
trite in heart and make confession with the mouth; and 
in the retribution of the just, we promise them an in- 
crease of eternal happiness." 

From the " indulgences granted at different times 
during the 12th century by Gelasius II., Celestius II.," 
(pray what theologian ever heard of a Pope Celestius ?) 

• "Traffic,** p. 6, 7. + Ex oratione Urban. II. in Cone. Claromont. Apud Matt 

Paris. Anno 1095. 
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" Eugenius III., and Honorius 11./' you give us no quo- 
tation ; and in default thereof, I will submit to the rea- 
der an extract from one granted by Innocent III, in the 
beginning of the 13th century. It is nearly in the same 
words as the former : " plenam suorum peccaminum de 
quibus veraciter fuerint corde contritiy ore con/essi, 
veniam indulgemus ; et in retributione justorum salutis 
aeternae pollicemur augmentum:"* — ^i,e. "we merciftdly 
grant them full pardon of their sins /or which they may 
be trvly contrite, having made confession with the 
movth; and in the retribution of the just we promise 
them an increase of eternal happiness.'' 

You speak^ however, of an indulgence " granted by 
Alexander III. to those who would take up arms against 
the Albigenses, which, to those who should die in that 
holy cause, ensures, ' not only pardon of all their sins,' 
but likewise, an eternal reward."'t The words are " Qui 
autem \in 'vera poenitentia] ibi decesserint, et peccato- 
rum indulgentiam et fructum mercedis setemse se non 
"dubitent recepturos:"J — i.e. "with regard to those who 
may die there in true repentance, let them not doubt 
that they will receive indulgence of their sins, and the 
fruit of an eternal reward." 

But you "come lower down. In the year 1300, 
Pope Boniface VIII. . . .grants * not only a plenary and 
larger but a most plenary remission of all their sins' to 
those that (if Romans for thirty, if strangers, for fifteen, 
days in that year) should visit the Churches of the apos- 
tles St. Peter and St. Paul."|| The passage is as follows : 
"Nos. ..omnibus. ..ad Basilicas ipsas (S. S. App. Petri 






* Ex Sena, hortat. Iimoc. III. in Cone. Lat. 4. Apud Matt FariB. Anno 1315; 
+ " Traffic," p. 8. * Ex decreto xxvii. Cone. Lat. 8. |1 •• Traffic," p. 8. 
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" et Paulij accedentibus reverenter, \vere poenitentibus 
et confessis, vel qui vere poenitebunt et confitebuntur] 
. . . .non solum plenam et largiorem, imo plenissimam 
omnium suorum concedimus veniam peccatorum, statu- 
entes ut qui voluerint hujusmodi indulgentiae a nobis 
concessae fore participes, si fiierint Romani ad minus 
"triginta diebus. . . .si vero peregrini fiierint. . .'.diebus 
"quindecim. . ..ad Basilicas easdem accedant"* — i. e. 
"We grant to all who shall reverently visit the said 
Churches (of St. Peter and St. Paul) being truly peni- 
tent and having confessed, or who shall become truly 
penitent and confess, not only a plenary and larger, but 
a most plenary pardon of all their sins, decreeing that 
those who may wish to become partakers of this indul- 
gence granted by us, shall visit the said Churches, if they 
be Romans, at least thirty days, but, if foreigners, fifteen 
days, at least once in the day." 

" Half a century later," you continue, " Pope Cle 
ment VI. . . .says in his Bull of Indulgence, " They who 
shall for devotion's sake visit these Churches. . . .shall 
obtain the fullest pardon of all their sins ; and this plen- 
ary absolution is granted, not only to such as actually 
visited Rome for the above purpose, but to all persons 
who died in their way to Rome with the same devout 
intention"* The words of the Bull are these — "Nos 
autem. .statuentes. .utuniversi Christifidelesqui, [i;er^ 
pcenitentes et confessi,] praedictas. ..basilicas, ad La- 
"teranensem ecclesiam. . . .causa devotionis visitaverint, 
plenissimam omnium peccatorum suorum veniam con- 
sequantur. . . ac adjicientes, ut hii etiam qui. . .in via. . . 
decesserint, [vere pcenitentes, nt praBmittitur,^^ confessi] 









• Ex Bulla •* Antiq. habet fid" Anno 1300. t •• Traffic," p. 9. 
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"eamdem indulgentiam consequantur, &c.,"* i.e. "Now 
we, decreeing that all the faithful of Christ, who, being 
truly penitent and having confessed^ shall, for devotion's 
sake, visit the aforesaid basilicas and the Lateran Church, 
. . . .shall obtain the fullest pardon of all their sins,. . . . 
and adding, that they also who may depart this life on 
the way, being truly penitent, as we have premised, and 
having confessed^^ (mark well. Rev. Sir, the repetition 
of the clause) " shall obtain the same indulgence." 

" But you descend lower still along the stream of 
time," and you tell us of an " indulgence published by 
Clement X. so lately as the year 1671."t And I doubt 
not that what you profess to qiwte from it, is the truth, if 
it were but the whole truth. But as you omitted to 
favour me with the reference in the first instance, and 
my repeated applications to you for it afterwards were 
without success ; and as you have since, moreover, been 
equally unobliging to your readers, and omitted the said 
reference in your pamphlet also; and as, in the only 
Bullarium to which I have convenient access, the said 
Bull is not to be found, my readers must excuse me in 
this instance from supplying any deficiency. I beg you, 
however, to understand, that I do not mean to insinuate 
that you have been taking a lesson from your protege 
M^Ghee, and that the Bull is an "ingenious device." 
I have no wish to do so. Imerely mean to say, that as 
you have thought proper in every other instance to omit 
the " vere contriti et corifessi/^ or the " vere pcenitentes 
et confessiy^ my readers will, I trust, give you credit for 
having omitted it in this instance also. 

You "might multiply quotations," you proceed, 

• Ex Bulla •• Unigenitus," Anno 1340. + " Traffic," p. 10. 
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" almost without end, from successive Papal indulgences^ 
both before and since the Reformation^ coming down as 
late as that granted in the year 1828, by Pope Leo XII. 
to the King of Spain and his faithful subjects, in which, 
as usual, ^ power is given to confessors, voluntarily cho- 
sen by the parties obtaining the indulgence. . . .to grant 
their penitents plenary indulgence and remission of what- 
soever sins and censures, even those reserved to the 
Apostolic chair, once in their lives, and again in the 
article of death.' "* I have not a copy, nor have I 
access to a copy, of an indulgence granted in the year 
1828 to the King of Spain, &c., nor have I access to a 
Latin copy of the one granted to him in the year 1827, 
which, in all probability, is the one to which you allude, 
inasmuch as it was granted in the year 1827 for the en- 
suing year 1828. I can only supply my readers with an 
extract from an English translation of it, which I find 
in your friend Mr. Mendham's *^ Memoirs of the Coun- 
cil of Trent." Of the "power given to confessors 
voluntarily chosen, &c.," I will speak somewhat later ; 
for the present I must content myself with supplying 
your omissions. Mr. Mendham's translation, then, 
runs thus : ^^ Firstly to the Lord our King. . . .and to all 
faithful Christians residing in these kingdoms, or com- 
ing to them. . . .his holiness grants the same plenary 
indulgence which is customary to those who go to the 
conquest of the Holy Land, and in the year of Jubilee, 
provided they be contrite for their sins^ acttuilly con- 
fess theniy ory not being able to confess, truly desire to 

do 50,^c."t 

And now. Rev. Sir, having supplied these important 

• *' Traffic,*' p. 11. -I- "Mendham's Memoin," Appendix. 
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omissions of yours^ I shall leave the impartial reader to 
form his own judgment as to the honesty of your inten- 
tions respecting them. And supposing^ for the present^ 
that these several grants were really so many pardons of 
sins properly speakings let me ask you candidly, whether 
your Church, also, does not profess to grant similar par- 
dons to such truly contrite penitents. Let me briefly 
remind you, in the first place, that the sixteenth of your 
Protestant thirty-nine Articles declares, that *^ they are 
to be condemned which deny the place ot forgiveness to 
such as truly repent J^ Let me in the next place remind 
you of the solemn form which constitutes the very essence 
of your Ordination service. You can, no doubt, well 
recollect the time when, according to the rubric, you 
knelt ^^Tiumbly upon your knees" before the bishop, and 
when laying his hands upon your head, and the attendant 
ministers around him laying their hands also upon it, he 
addressed you in these sacred words of our divine Re- 
deemer : ^^ Receive the Holy Ghost for the office and 
work of a Priest in the Church of God, now committed 
to thee by the imposition of our hands : Whose sins 
THOU dost forgive they are forgiven, and whose sins 
THOU dost retain they are retained,. .. .in the name 
of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost." 
Let me remind you, further, that when, according to 
the rubric in your. Sunday Morning's Service, you pro- 
nounce the absolution or remission of sins, ^^ the priest 
alone standing, the people still kneeling," you declare to 
them that "Almighty God hath given power to his 
ministers to declare and pronounce to his people being 
penitent, the absolution and remission of their sins y" 
and not only "power," Rev. Sir, but that he hath 
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given them ^^ commandment^^ also. Let me remind you 
still further, that when according to the form prescribed 
in your Book of Common Prayer, you give "warning 
for the celebration of the Holy Communion," you are 
directed to tell your people that " if there be any of them 
who cannot quiet his own conscience, he may " come to 
you or to some other discreet and learned minister of 
God's word, and open his grief, that by the ministry 
of God's word, he may receive the benefit of absolu- 
tion." And, once again. Rev. Sir, let me further re- 
mind you that in the " Visitation of the Sick," as set forth 
in like manner in the Book of Common Prayer, you are 
directed by the rubric to " move the sick person to make 
a special confession of his sinSy if he feel his conscience 
troubled with any weighty matter.* After which " con- 
fession^^ you are directed to absolve him (if he humbly 
and heartily desire it), after this sort : " our Lord Jesus 
Christ who hath left power to his Church to absolve all 
sinners who truly repent, and believe in him, of his 
great mercy forgive thee thine offences; and by his 
authority committed to me, I absolve thee from all 
THY SINS ; in the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghost: jlmen" 

And lest, perchance. Rev. Sir, you may tell your 
parishioners and the public, that these are most of them 
obsolete and antiquated forms, let me yet further remind 
you that they have all received your formal sanction 
and approbation. You have subscribed to the whole of 
the thirty-nine Articles, with a solemn declaration that 
you did so " willingly and ex animo ;" and in the pre- 

* Qu. Are there any sins which, according to the doctrine of Protestants, 
are not weighty matters, and which need not trouble the conscience 7 
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sence of God^ and before your assembled parishioners^ 
you have also solemnly declared your ^^ unfeigned assent 
and consent to all and every thingy contained in the 
Book of Common Prayer and administration of the 
sacraments. • . .together with. . . .the form or manner of 
makings ordaining^ or consecrating bishops^ priests^ and 
deacons." And now^ Rev. Sir^ unless you are prepared 
to eat your own words^ and to assert that '^ power" does 
not mean " power," and that " forgiving and retaining 
sins" does not mean ^' forgiving and retaining sins ;" — 
and that either the bishop had no power to confer upon 
you the Holy Ghost, and to make you a ^^ priest in the 
Church of God," and to give you power to forgive and 
to retain sins ; or — ^that when you knelt ^' humbly upon 
your knees" before him, he meant to ^^ mock his unhappy 
son by saying one thing and meaning another ,*"* and 
that you yourself. Rev. Sir, when you visit your sick par- 
ishioners, and according to the form prescribed adminis- 
ter to them the absolution (auctoritate mihi commissay 
Sfc.y " I absolve thee from all thy sins^^f) mean delibe- 
rately and systematically to mock them also ; and that 
in reality you have no more power to declare a person's 
sins forgiven, than any layman of equal discrimination 
and judgment, (and much less that you have Christ's 
authority, by any act or deed to absolve him your^ 
self; and that in point of fact you are no more in reality 
a ^^ Priest in God's Church," than any dissenting min- 
ister who holds his commission from the magistrates ; 
unless, I say. Rev. Sir, you are prepared to admit 
all this, you must at once concede, that, every other 
condition specified in the aforesaid Bulls being either 

• "TiaiBc,"p. IL -^ Ibid. 
E 2 



28 



dispensed with, or not required — ^upon that one alone, 
which, in each and every of the above quotations you have 
deemed it, it would seem, no dishonesty to suppress — you 
are not only authorized. Rev. Sir, but that actually you 
are commanded, in accordance with the principles of your 
own Church, to grant pardons and indulgences as plenary 
and unconditional, as any which you have quoted from 
the Bulls of the Popes. 

But the fact is. Rev. Sir, that these pardons of sins, 
and remissions of sins, which are mentioned in the Popes' 
Bulls, are not^ properly speaking pardons of sins ; they 
are merely remissions of the temporal punishment. The 
sins themselves and the eternal punishment, would 
necessarily be remitted upon contrition and confession, 
and the indulgence or remission of the temporal punish- 
ment is superadded to those who comply with the other 
conditions. The expressions ^^venia peccatorum" and 
" remissio peccatorum" are technical expressions, as 
familiarly understood by a Catholic theologian, as any 
legal technicality is by a gentleman of the law. The 
reader must be aware, that in every science there are 
words and expressions which are called technicalities y 
or words and expressions peculiar to such science. It is 
the case in the various mechanical trades, as well as in 
the liberal sciences. There are words and expressions 
in every trade which are well understood by persons in 
the same trade, but which to others would appear either 
strange or nonsensical. These technicalities, moreover, 
though perfectly true in the sense in which they are 
used, would many of them, but ill bear a strictly literal 
interpretation ; and much less would the science itself 
bear to be held responsible for the incongruous deduc- 
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tions which might easily be drawn from them. Take^ 
for instance^ an axiom in the British Constitution. It 
is an established principle in the British Constitution 
that "the King (or Queen) can do no wrong." And 
the axiom or principle^ in the sense in which it is legally 
and constitutionally used^ is perfectly correct and just. 
But how unconstitutional and how futile would it be^ to 
argue from such a principle^ that the English Church 
Protestants^ who acknowledge the Queen to be the 
Head of their Church, believe not only, that she never 
does wrong, but that actually she never can do wrong ; 
that they impiously ascribe to her one of the attributes 
of the Deity, and make sanctity and perfection essential 
to her very being. The reader must see clearly that 
the inference, though justly drawn from the axiom liter- 
ally interpreted — would nevertheless be untrue. It is 
sufficiently known that the axiom does not mean that 
the Queen can do no wrong, properly speaking; that in 
point of fact it has no reference to a capability of sinning y 
in a moral sense — ^nor even to a capability of error or 
delinquency in governing ; but only, that in cases of such 
error or delinquency, her ministers, and not she, shall 
be held amenable to the laws. 

Again, in numberless Acts of Parliament we find 
it decreed, that in such and such cases the offender or 
offenders " shall be guilty of felony without benefit of 
clergy" — or — ^^ shall suffer^ as in cases of felony without 
benefit of clergy" Now suppose that some distinguished 
Foreigner of rank residing in England, were, upon the 
ground of such expressions, to charge the British legis- 
lature with the unchristian barbarity of not allowing to 
criminals before their execution, the benefit of a clergy- 
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man to attend them ; and suppose that an English gen- 
tleman of the neighbourhood^ who happened at the time 
to be SheriiF of the county had informed him by letter 
that he was labouring under a mistake ; and suppose 
that the conceited stranger were to reply ^to him as fol- 
lows :* " I beg you distinctly to understand Mr. Sheriff^ 
^^that I do not charge you, individually, with either 
encouraging, or sanctioning the obnoxious principle, 
still less do I charge you with acting upon it. There 
are, I doubt not, and have been in every age, many of 
your countrymen, both of the legal profession, and 
others, who rise superior to the system under which 
they were bom, and practically disavow the barbarities, 
which, in theory, form part of their legal code. It 
will give me pleasure Mr. Sheriff to reckon you in that 
" number. 

^^My present business, however is to shew that 
whatever may be either the opinion or the practice of 
particular individuals of your country, that country does 
in her collective capacity legislate and decree, that in 
^^ certain cases, criminals shall not be allowed the benefit 
"of a clergyman to attend them. I am aware that ac- 
^^ cording to certain interpretations of a certain legal 
phrase, as given by Blackstone, Bum, Jacob, and other 
individual writers, the phrase has no reference to the 
period of a criminal's execution, nor even to the period 
intervening between his condemnation and his death ; 
^^ and that properly speaking, if their interpretation is 
^^ correct, it does not at all deny him the benefit of cler- 
ical attendance. But may I be allowed to ask whether 
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* The reader who may not have leen the Archdeacon's pamphlet is requested 
to observe that in the following paragraphs ** Actt qfParUament *' &c. being substi- 
tuted for Pope*i Bulls ^c, the argument is retorted in the Archdeacon's own words. 
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the expositions^ which they have given of this legisla- 
tive expression^ are authorized expositions ? Are Dr. 
^^ Blackstone^ Dr. Bum^ Dr. Jacobs and other individual 
^' writers, authorized expositors of the views entertained 
" by the British legislature on this, and other disputed 
" points. If they are not, I suppose we need not be de- 
^^ tained by their statements. If they are, then I must 
" own, I am exceedingly puzzled how to reconcile their 
^^ statements with the language of the statutes themselves. 






least as high authority as the judges and inferior magis- 
trates of the realm i yet I find in its enactments, expres- 

'^ sions which seem to me, I must confess, not a little 
contradictory to those, to which I have referred. For 
instance, I find that in such a King's reign, an Act of 

^* Parliament was passed, decreeing that in such and such 
cases, the offender or offenders ^^ shall be guilty of felony, 
without benefit of clergy J^ I find moreover in other 
legal documents, that '^in all cases of high treason 
clergy was never allowable in this kingdom" (2. H. 
H. 330*) — And again, "by the dvil law clergy is never 
allowed." (Moore 756. f) Now what, let me ask you, 

" Mr. Sheriff, can such declarations mean, if they do not 
mean, in the plain common sense acceptation of the 
terms, that the benefit of clergy is not allowed to crim- 

" inals in such cases ? What would any impartial reader, 
who peruses such statutes, understand them to mean ? 
What would any individual of common sense under- 
stand them to mean, if similar documents were put into 

'' his hands V 

» Quoted by Bum in his «• Ecclesiastical Law"--Art ^'Benefit (tf Clergy,** + IWd. 
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The same remark would apply to the Acts of Par- 
liament passed at different times^ not in one King's 
reign only, nor in one century only, but in almost every 
instance in which a new felony has been created from 
the time when Parliaments themselves began to exist 
to the reign of George the Third. Pray Sir which am 
" I to believe, the Acts of Parliament themselves, or 
the self constituted commentators upon them. Black- 
stone, Bum, and others ?" 

" But I find moreover, Mr. Sheriff, in many of the 
enactments, an expression still stronger, I find them 
'^ expressly decreeing, that the offender ^ shall suffer as 
in cases of felony without benefit of clergy.^ To what 
period of time, let me ask you, does such a prohibition 
apply, if not to that of his execution ? And if it does 
not mean to deny him the benefit of a clergyman- to 
"attend him, what does it mean? Does clergy not 
" mean clergy ? And am I to be told, in the face of such 
** solemn enactments, issued with all the pomp and cir- 
" cumstance of Parliamentary authority, from the very 
" throne of the British empire, that ^ benefit of clergy' 
" has nothing to do, properly speaking, with the benefit 
" of clerical attendance ? What then, properly speaking, 
" is the benefit of clergy ? " 

Such an argument. Rev. Sir, might be rendered 
just as plausible as yours. ^' Mutatis mutandis," it might 
be drawn out, at full length, in precisely the same words; 
and to render the parallel complete, it would be just as 
correct and true. I may add moreover, that in all pro- 
bability, not one perscm in five hundred, unless he were a 
member of the legal profession, would be able to answer 
the argument, or explain the legal technicality. May I 
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beg respectfully of the candid reader to question himself 
if he could ? And suppose now. Rev. Sir, that some 
pedantic foreigner were to publish, and circulate in this 
country, such a libel on the English Constitution, what 
do you imagine would be the probable result ? Of the 
numbers who might feel themselves utterly incompetent 
to refute the argument, would one do you think be in- 
duced to believe it ? Would one do you think be gained 
over as a convert to his opinion ? Would one public 
writer deem the trashy publication worth answering ? 
Would not every man of common sense look down upon 
him with sovereign contempt? Would not every one 
despise him as a learned noodle ? Would not all par- 
ties tell him that he had found " a mare's nest ? " 

Such would doubtless. Rev. Sir, be the merited, and 
in all probability, the actual fate of the pamphlet and its 
writer, were such a publication to make its appearance 
in this country. But suppose. Rev. Sir, that instead of 
being published in England, such a libel were to be cir- 
culated in a foreign country, where the English residents 
were comparatively few, and the natives, from a long 
continued series of misrepresentations as to the real 
character of the English people, were exceedingly preju- 
diced against them. The circumstances, you must ad- 
mit, would be evidently changed. The writer would in 
such case stand fairly chargeable with either the grossest 
possible ignorance, or the most determined villany ; and 
it would be obviously the duty of some professional 
character to reply to, and conAite the calumny. 
But how would he commence the undertaking? To 
submit to the public a candid and straight forward 
explanation of the technical expression, as understood 
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generally by the English bar, would of coarse be suffici- 
ently easy ; but the question which would instantly meet 
him would be^ whether he was an authorized eiq>ository 
and whether his was an authorized expositiouy 8fc. 
And he might perhaps also be significantly reminded^ 
that the British Parliament had at all times as " studi- 
ously avoided defining any thing respecting"* such ex- 
pressions, as "the Council of Trent had avoided defining 
indulgences." And to PROVE — in opposition to their 
prejudices and misconceptions — that the ordinary ex- 
planation of the said technical expression^ which may 
be found in any treatise on the English law, is the 
authorized explanation of the British legislature, would 
be found by him to be a task as perplexing, uninteresting, 
and unreasonably called for, as the one. Rev. Sir, which 
you have been pleased to impose upon me. 

To proceed however to its fulfilment to the best of 
my poor ability. That the word " sin," Rev. Sir, may 
be used with propriety in a sense not, properly speak- 
ing, its own, can scarcely require to be proved. St. 
Paul repeatedly, in his Epistle to the Romans, calls 
concupiscence "sin:" and in the 5th chapter of his 
Second Epistle to the Corinthians, (verse 21,) speaking 
of our blessed Redeemer, he says, that God " made him 
to be sin." Now, surely. Rev. Sir, no Christian for a 
moment could suppose, that, in either of those cases, St. 
Paul meant "sin," properly speaking. With respect 
indeed to the former passages, the ninth of your thirty- 
nine Articles explains his meaning to a certain extent, 
by stating that " the Apostle doth confess that concupi- 
scence and lust hath, of itself, the nature ofsin,'** And 

• "Traffic," p. 3. 
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Dr. Nicholls^ quoted by bishop Tomline in his exposition 
of the thirty-nine Articles, observes that the compilers 
of the Articles ^^do not say that concupiscence is a 
^sin' properly so called. . . .but only that it hath the 
nature of sin."* And the Council of Trent explains the 
passages in a similar way, declaring that the Apostle 
does not call concupiscence ^^sin/'.from its being in those 
who are bom again, truly and properly *^ sin," but only 
on account of its being the result of sin, and inclining to 
sin.f The particular sense, however, in which the said 
word is used by the Popes in their Bulls of indulgences, 
and in which the said Bulls will be found to accord with 
the expositions of the bishops Bossuet, Challoner, and 
Milner, and the bishops the Vicars Apostolic, appears 
to be precisely that scriptural sense in which the word 
" iniquities^^ is used in the 34th verse of the ] 4th chap- 
ter of the Book of Numbers, quoted above, (see page 13,) 
in which. Almighty God, after having assured Moses 
that he had pardoned the iniquity of the people, declared 
that for forty years they should still " bear their iniqui- 
ties," meaning, evidently from the context, the conse- 
quences or the temporal punishment of their iniquities ; 
and not merely, it would seem, the temporal punishment 
of their recently pardoned iniquity, but, strictly in 
accordance with the text and context, that of former 
iniquities also, (^^ because all these men, . . .have tempted 
me now these ten times, 8fc"J 

But these scriptural expositions. Rev. Sir, of our 
own Catholic bishops, you have long ago rejected as not 
being duly authorized; and you have thought proper to 
decide for us, that indulgences are not mere remissions 

• Elem. Christ TheoL^Vol. ii. p. 347. -f Seas. V.— De peccato orisrinali 
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of the temporal punishment^ but that they are^ to all 
intents and purposes^ pardons of sins, — ^and of sins pro- 
perly speaking. But may I be allowed to ask, whether 
your exposition of the doctrine of indulgences is an au- 
thorized exposition ? and whether the Protestant theo- 
logian, Mr. Archdeacon Hodson, is an authorized expo- 
sitor of the views entertained by the Catholic Church 
on this and other disputed questions ? If he is not, I 
suppose that we need not submit to his decisions. If he 
is, then I must own that /am exceedingly puzzled to 
reconcile his statements with the language of certain 
indulgences themselves, granted from time to time by 
the Heads of our Church. The Popes, I presume, are 
at least as high authority as Mr. Archdeacon Hodson, 
or any other of the " fortnight" theologians, yet J find 
in their Bulls expressions which seem to me, I must con- 
fess, not a little contradictory to the decisions which he 
would palm upon us. For instance. Rev. Sir, having 
quoted a few words from a Bull of Pope Clement VI., 
and appended to it a passage which is generally believed 
to be spurious, you assert that " surely if there is such a 
thing as pardon of sin, — ^pardon full, complete, absolute, 
it is here."* Now Pope Clement VI., Rev. Sir, in the 
very identical Bull from which you profess to quote, ex- 
plains very clearly the Catholic doctrine, and observes, 
that our blessed Redeemer having shed "not merely a 
scanty drop of his blood, which alone, indeed, consider- 
ing his Godhead, would abundantly have sufficed for the 
redemption of all mankind, but having poured it forth in 
a copious flood, so that ' from the sole of the foot, even 
unto the head, there was found no soundness in him,'t 

• " Traffic," p. 10. + Isaiah i. v. 6. 
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and not being willing that the mercy of so copious an 
effiision should be fruitless^ vain^ and superfluous^ was 
pleased thereby to purchase for his Church a heavenly 
treasure ; which treasure^ indeed^ he neither ^ laid up 
in a napkin/* nor ^ hid in a field/f but through the 
ministry of St. Peter, the bearer of the keys of heaven, 
"and of St. Peter's successors, his own Vicars upon 
earth, he delivered it in trust, to be prudently dispens- 
ed to the faithful, and for pious and reasonable causes, 
to be mercifully administered to those who truly repent 
and confess, sometimes for the total, and at other times 
for the partial, remission of the temporal punish- 
ment dite for their sins, as well generally as specially, 
according as it might seem to be the will of God.":^ 
Again, Rev. Sir, at page 18 of your pamphlet, after 
stating that " Tetzel was called to account for his un- 
paralleled audacity," you proceed to remark, "what 
censures or privations he underwent, I know not ; but 
" this I know, that a year or two afterwards, (in the year 
" 1518, if I mistake not,) Leo X. issued a special edict, 
^^ in which — as if conscious that his craft was endangered 
through the impolitic excesses to which the sale of in- 
dulgences had been pushed, he-— does what ? stigma- 
tise the offenders, and fulminate anathemas against 
the perpetrators of similar abuses ? no, but — re-asserts 
and vindicates his right, as the Vicar of Christ, to be- 
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• Luke xix. 20. + Matt xiii. 44. 

X ** Qnem qnidem fhesaumxn, non in sudario repositum, non in agro abscon- 
ditum, sed per beatum Petrum coeli clavigerum ejusque successores, saos in terris 
▼ioarios, commisit fidelibus salubriter dispensandum, et pro pits ac rationabilibus 
causis, nunc pro iotaU, nunc pro partiaii, renUitione poena tetnporaiis pro peccati* 
debiUB, tarn generaliter qnam specialiter, prout cum Deo cognoscerent, verS pcsni- 
tentibus et confessis misericorditer applicandum."— Bx Bulla ** Unigenitus," anno 
1343. 
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stow plenary remission of sins and all their consequen- 
ces, and commands his spiritual subjects to acknow- 
ledge his power of so doing." Now, Sir, the edict is 
as follows : — ^^ Leo the Bishop, servant of the servants 
" of God, to his beloved son Thomas, of the title of St. 
" Sixtos, &c., our own Legate, and Legate of the See 
Apostolic, health and apostolical benediction. 

" Whereas, after your circumspection had reached 
Germany, we were duly informed that certain mem- 
bers of the religious orders, even those deputed to 
preach the word of God, were, publicly in their sermons, 
impressing the hearts of many with errors on the sub- 
ject of indulgences, customarily granted from time im- 
memorial by ourselves and the Bishops of Rome our 
predecessors ; and whereas the information occasioned 
us exceeding great uneasiness and concern, we com- 
^^ missioned you. .in another letter, .to sanction, by our 
authority, what might be worthy of approbation ; but 
as to those erroneous statements delivered even by 
those who might declare themselves ready to follow 
'^ the doctrine of the Roman Church, toe commissioned 
you to reprobate and condemn the same. 

And that no one in future may be able to plead 
ignorance of the doctrine of the Roman Church with 
respect to such indulgences and their efficacy, or to 
exculpate himself by a pretext of such ignorance, or to 
benefit himself by a feigned protestation, but in order 
that such persons may be readily convicted and deserv- 
edly condemned as guilty of notorious falsehood, we 
'^have deemed it proper to signify by these presents 
** that the Roman Church, which others are bound to 
" follow as their Mother, hath delivered, that the bishop 
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^^ of Rome, Uie successor of St. Peter^ the bearer of the 
keys, and Vicar of Jesus Christ upon earth, by virtue 
of the keys, the property of which is to open, [heaven] 
by taking away its obstructions in behalf of Christ's 

'^ faithful, which obstructions, forsooth, are the guilt and 
the punishment due for actual sins ; the guilt,* indeed, 
by means of the sacrament of penance, but the tem- 
poral punishment due, according to divine justice, for 
actual sins, by mecms of ecclesiastical indulgence y may, 
for reasonable causes, from the superabundance of the 

^^ merits of Christ and his saints, to the said Christ's 

^^ faithful, whether in this life or in purgatory, grant 

^^ such indulgences," &c.t 

Now whether. Rev. Sir, the Popes Clement VI. 

* In Catholic theology the word culpa, or, the guilt of sin, is usually under- 
stood as including, or carrying with it, the poena tetema, or, eternal punishment ; 
inflnnueh as lihe latter can never be remitted witbout the former ;—** Qui dicit euL- 
pam, dicit etiam pcenam ntemam, quiahasc semper cum culpa remittitur." — Lie-- 
bermann. Tom, 4. De Pan, — Cap, 4i—Art, 3 — Sec. 1. 

'I' *' Leo Episcopus : Bervus Servorum Dei, dilecto filio Thom» tituli S. Bixti, 
&C., nostro et Sedis ApoetolicA Legato, saluton et apostolicam benedictionem«— 
Cum postquam circumspectio tua Oermaniam applicuerat, ad aures nostras penren- 
isset, quod nonnulli Religiosi, etiam ad evangelisandum verbum Dei deputati, 
super indulgentiis, a nobis et Bomanis Pontificibus prfledeeessoribus nostris, ab 
immemorabili tempore citra concedi solitia, public^ prsedlcando, multorum cordi- 
bus bnprlmerent errores, Idque nobis intelligere nimis grave et molestum esset, 
aliis nostris Uteris.... commissimos, ut auctoritate nostra approbatione digna ap- 
probares, ea verd quse minus rectS dicta essent, etiam per eos, qui Romanas eccle- 
sin doctrinam se sequi paratos asserent, reprobare et damnare curares.— Et ne de 
cntero quisquam ignovantiam doctrtnas £oman» ecolesie circa hujusmodi indol- 
gentias, et illarum efficaciam, allegare, aut ignorantias hujusmodi nrietextjf se 
excusare, aut protestatione conficta se juvare, sed ut ipsi de notorio mendacio ut 
cttlpabiles convinci et meritd damnari possint, per prossentes tibi significandum 
duximus, Romanam Ecclesiam, quam reliqun tanquam Matrem sequi tenentur, 
tradidisse, Romanum Pontificem, Petri Clavigeri successorcm, et Jesu Christi in 
terris Vicarium, potestate clavium, quarum est aperire tollendo iUius in Christi fide- 
UbuB impedimenta, culpam scilicet et pcenam pro actualibus peccatis debitum, cul- 
pam quidemmediante sacramento pcenitentie, pcenam verb temporalempro actuaUbut 
peccatie secundum cUvinam juitiHam debitam, medianie ecclesiastica indulgentia. 
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and Leo X. are not to be considered more competent 
personages for explaining their own Bulls than any 
Protestant theologian can be ; or, whether we are called 
upon to recognize you. Sir, as the authorized expositor 
of our Catholic doctrines, and — ^in direct contradiction to 
our own duly constituted authorities — to subject our con- 
sciences to your dogmatical decisions ; and whether, in 
the fage of these two explanatory Bulls, from both of 
which you have thought proper to quote, you can pos- 
sibly be allowed to plead ignorance for your excuse ; or 
whether in point of fact. Pope Leo X. does not mani- 
festly ^^ convict you, as guilty of notorious falsehood," I 
may again safely leave to the impartial judgment of the 
reader. 

To the impartial reader, indeed, I have h'ttle 
doubt that the question appears by this time sufficiently 
and satisfactorily proved. For your further conviction, 
however, I propose to submit to him four other authori- 
ties: viz., 1. The negative evidence of the Protestant 
historian of the Reformation, " Soames." — 2. The posi- 
tive testimony of a French Encyclopedia. — 3- The fur- 
ther testimony of a highly and justly celebrated Catholic 
theological Bibliotheca — And 4. The evidence of one 
whom I shall select from upwards of twenty recognized 
theologians, whose treatises I have consulted on the sub- 
ject, and from most of which I have made copious 
e^racts. 

1. In the first place, then, Soames, Rev. Sir, in 

posse pro rationalibus causis concedere eisdem Christi fidelibus, qui charitate jun- 
gente, membra sunt Christi, sive in hac vita sint, sive in Purgatorio, indulgentias ex 
fluperabundantia meritorum Christi et Sanctorum," &c.— Ex Nova Decretali Leonis 
X. Pont. Max. de Indulgentiis, Anno MDXVIII condita. See Boscoe's life of Leo X. 
Vol 3. Appendix, p. 66. 
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the account which he gives of indulgences, in the Intro- 
duction to his History of the Protestant Reformation, 
does not speak of them as pardons of sin* He speaks 
of Pope Alexander H. having "granted to the visitants 
of certain churches a remission, under the name of an 
indulgence, of suck canonical penances as might have 
been imposed upon them." He speaks of "one of his 
successors. Urban H.," having "granted a similar 
exemption to those who went as Crusaders into Pales- 
tine." And he speaks of indulgences having at length 
come to consist in the " remission of canonical penances, 
the licence to eat forbidden meats on fasting days, the 
power of choosing a confessor, and a deliverance from 
the penal fires of Purgatory. He speaks, moreover, 
of Leo X., as well as his predecessors, having offered 
indulgences for sale ; but he does not speak, in a- single 
instance of which I am aware, of an indulgence being a 
pardon of sins. And I can tell you candidly. Rev. Sir, 
that up to the time of my receiving your first letter,! 
had not supposed that there existed in England, amongst 
the dignitaries and beneficed ministers of the establish- 
ment, an individual, at the present day, so lamentably ill- 
informed as to entertain such an opinion. How much 
less was I prepared to expect that a person of your rank 
and character as a theologian, would undertake to defend 
the specimen of bigoted ignorance displayed by the 
author of the infamous tract. But yet further. Rev. Sir, 
how could I possibly have surmised that, in order to 
defend it, you would have stooped to such really unbe- 
coming expedients as those which I have already exposed. 
2. The French Encyclopedia whose evidence I 

• Vol. i. pp. 116, 117. 
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shall adduce, is the " Dictionnaire Universelle," par le 
R. P. Richard. Its explanation of an indulgence is as 
follows : '' an indulgence is the release or remission of 
the temporal punishment due to our sins, which, as to 
their guilt and eternal punishment, are already par- 
"doned; which remission the Church grants, indepen- 
dently of the sacraments of penance (hors du sacrement, 
&c.) by the ministry of those who are empowered to 
dispense or administer her spiritual treasures. An 
" indulgence. . . .remits neither the guilt, nor the eternal 
^ punishment of sin ; this two-fold effect is accomplished 
by the sacrament of penance. But it remits merely 
the temporal punishment due to sin, internally, and 
" according to the judgment of God, &c."* 

3. My next authority is the " Bibliotheca*' of 
Ferraris. In the aiticle on indulgences, speaking of 
their effects, he states, that " the effect of an indulgence 
is not the remission of sin either mortal or venial." 
He states it as the common opinion of theologians, and 
quotes as his authority, Maldonatus ; who, in the place 
referred to, expressly declares, that "all theologians, 
" without exception, unanimously reply, that an indul- 
" gence is not a remission of the guilt, but of the punish- 
" ment." "And therefore," the author continues, "when 
" in the form or grant of an indulgence, it is said that 
" the remission of sins is granted, the word ^ sini* is used 
for the punishment of sin, in accordance with that 
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• **L'indulgence est la relaxation, ou la remise de la peine temporelle due & nos 
p^chte mfimes pardonn^s quant & la coulpe, et & la peine ftemelle, que T^glise 
accoide, hors dn sacrement de Penitence, par le miniature de ceux qui ont le 
pouvoir de distribuer ou d*appliquer ses tr^sors spirituels. — L'indulgence. . . .ne 
remet ni la coulpe ni la peine ^temelle du p6ch£ ; c'est le sacrement de Penitence 
qui opere ee double effet ; maia elle remet seulement la peine temporelle due au 
p6ch6 dans le for int^rieur et au jugement de Dieu, &c.*' Art. Indulgence, \ 1. 
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verse in the Second Book of Machabees, ch. xii. * that 
they may be loosed from sins^^*. . . .The effect of an 
indulgence is the remission of the temporal punishment 
residuary and remaining from sins, which, as to their 
guilt (and eternal punishment) have been remitted. 
" It is the common opinion."! 

And now. Rev. Sir, I have to make my selection of 
one from upwards of twenty sound and orthodox theolo- 
gians, whose treatises I have recently consulted, and all 
of whom, with reference to the point at issue, are in per- 
fect accordance with each other. To select, under such 
circumstances, might seem to present some difficulty; 
but at page 33 of your pamphlet, you have introduced 
to your readers a theologian so bold and fearless in his 
decisions, that had I but succeeded in discovering the 
hero, and found him at the same time orthodox, I could 
not long have hesitated. But, unfortunately, in the cata- 
logue of theologians the name of " Navarino"J is not 
known. My utmost researches for discovering either him 
or a Pope Celestius I. or II., have been unsuccessful. 
The writs are returned, in each case, ^^non est inventus :"|| 

* " It is therefore a holy and wholesome thought to pray for the dead, that 
they may be loosed from sins." — 2 Mach. xii. 46. 

-¥ '* Effectus indulgentiee non est remittere peccatum, neque mortale neqae 
veniale; Commun. cum Maldonato, t. 1. de pen. q. 6. Tit de Ind., par. 1. q. 1. 
ubi sic express^ dicit : Uno ore omnes theologi, nemine exceptor respondent, induU 
gentiam non esse remimonem culpa ted pcma, Unde quando in forma ceu conees- 
sione indulgentisB dicitur per illam concedi remissionem peccatorum, accipitur 
peccatum pro poena peccati, juxta illud 2 Machabieor, xii Ibi ; Ut a peceatis solvan' 
tur. . . . Effectus indulgentiee est remissio poens temporalis ex peccatis quoad culpam 
dimissis residuie et restantis : communis.** — ^Bibliotheca Lucii Ferraris. Tom 4. 
Indul. Arts. 

t Quoted by the Archdeacon in his ** Traffic/' p. 33. 

II Mr. Archdeacon Hodson, in the course of his ** fortnight,*' must certainly 
have accomplished wonders. In addition to his " mare's nest" of " pardons," he 
has actually discoyered two entirely unknown Popes, and an unknown veteran in 
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and I am obliged in consequence^ to content myself with 
a much less formidable personage— with one indeed whose 
opinions^ with Protestants, I am aware are at this time 
not in very high repute ; but whose evidence, neverthe- 
less, considering the existing circumstances, must in 
your estimation. Rev. Sir, appear well nigh equivalent 
to a demonstration. I mean the much vilified Peter 
Dens. 

You can no doubt remember. Rev. Sir, being pre- 
sent at a " great Protestant Meeting," which was held 
in the Town-hall in Birmingham, on the 18th of Nov. 
1835, when the "two false witnesses," M'c Ghee and 
O'Sullivan, came to slander and calumniate the Catho- 
lic Church. The public report gives the names of not 
fewer than eighty-one ministers of the Protestant Church 
of England, who were either on the platform, or in the 
organ gallery, besides " the Venerable Archdeacons 
Hodson and Spooner." Now the object of that meeting 
was, to prove that certain opinions laid down in Dens's 
theology were essentially doctrines of the Catholic 

theology, of the name of ** Navarino !'* So much for a *• fortnight of theology !" — 
And now for his " science and literature.'* At p. 47 of his pamphlet of •* Traffic," 
he tells his readers that on the 4th of June he replied to a certain letter of his cor- 
respondent, (the correspondence, be it observed, was intended for publication,) 
but kept no copy of his reply ! The facts, however, are, that in the said reply he 
submitted to his correspondent an extract from a certain Bull which, he observed, 
*' toas said to have been issued by Sixtus IV. for the encouragement of contribu- 
tions to the repairs of the Cathedral of Saintes in Saintogne." And the extract, he 
added, was taken from "a work, in the collection of Dr. Kloss, in six folio vol" 
umes, in the possession of Mr. Mendham of Sutton Coldfield, entitled ** Summaria 
Declaratio bulle indulgentiarum ecclesice Xanton ejusdem et tuitione fidei concesm 
sarum.** Now the present writer frankly acknowledges that this statement con- 
siderably perplexed him. " Six folio volumes 1" he exclaimed — ^six folio volumes ! 
of indulgences for one Cathedral.*' 1 1 ! And surely no one can be surprised at his 
anxious curiosity to see the portentous work. But what Latin schoolboy will not 
titter, when he learns that Mr. Archdeacon Hodson's six folio volumes turn out to 
be nothing more than six folio leaves — ** six folia in folio"— or in other words six 
leaves of foolscap f ! ! 
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Church. And in order more securely to establish that 
pointy the notorious falsifier of documents^ the man of 
^^ ingenious device," was appointed to prove that the 
whole body of the said Dens's theology was the acknow- 
ledged doctrine of the Catholic Church, that the whole 
was strictly in accordance with her principles ; and that 
consequently, every individual doctrine contained in it 
must necessarily be included in the same predicament. 
And the first resolution which you passed, Rev. Sir, 
was precisely to this effect, viz., ^' That it has been 
proved to this meeting , by evidence the most incon- 
trovertible, that Dens^s theology was adopted by the 
^^ Irish Roman Catholic bishops, as the guide for their 
priesthood, in the year 1808, and by the four bishops of 
Leinster, for their province, as a conference book, and 
that it is strictly accordant with the principles of their 
" Church.''^ Now, Sir, there is the sweeping resolution; 
and the consequences are inevitable. Either you must at 
once abjure it, and acknowledge that yourself and your 
eighty-one colleagues (to adopt the terms of your own 
peculiarly inelegant phraseology) ^' concurred in a Huge 
Lie (!)* to deceive the people,"— or you must admit that 
the doctrine laid down by Peter Dens on the nature and 
efficacy of an indulgence, is the doctrine of the Catholic 
Church. Now the explanation of an indulgence as given 
by Dens is as follows : — " What is an indulgence ? It is 
^^ a remission of the temporal punishment due for sins, 
" which, as to their guilt, have been remitted. .It is clear 
that the effect of indulgences is the remission of the 
temporal punishment which remains after the remission 
" of the sin, with regard to its guilt : but the guilt itself 
of sin directly, is not remitted by indulgences. But 

• " Traffic," p. 2a 
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" you will object, that the Popes in their Bulls sometimes 
" say, that they grant remissions of sins ; and therefore, 
*^&c., — I answer, — The cause is put for the effect, and 
^^ their meaning is a remission of the punishment resvlt- 
*Hng from the sin.^^* 

It must by this time be evident. Rev. Sir, to every 
one, who has had the patience to examine the above 
quoted documents, that indulgences, as understood and 
believed by the Catholic Church, are not pardons of 
sins, properly speaking ; and that, consequently, your 
second point is as signal a failure as the former. It 
appears to me desirable, however, to notice some points 
contained in your first letter, which are not necessarily 
included in the foregoing general argument. The first 
will be, your comment on the indulgence granted by 
Pope Urban II. in the Council of Clermont, in the year 
1095 : and in order that the reader may possess the whole 
truth, I propose to submit to him, 1 . The original Latin. 
— 2. An English translation. — ^3. Your comment. — And 
4. A few remarks. The only portion of the Pope's ad- 
dress to which your comment has reference, is the con- 
cluding exhortation, which is to this effect : — 

" Accingimini ergo viri potentes, et aggredimini 
" memoraudam in crucis inimicos expeditionem, et Chri- 
^^ stianitatem propagaturi, signaculum crucis humeris ve- 
^^ stris insuite, in testimonium fidei, ardorem foris praeten- 
^^dentes. Arma quae caede mutua in bellis illicit^ et 

* ** Quid est indulgentia 1 — R. Est pane temporalis peccatis quoad culpam 
remissis debits remissio.... Constat effectum indulgentiarum esse remissionem 
pcBiuB temporalis restantis post remissioziem peccati quoad culpam : ipsa antem 
culpa peccati per indulgentias directs non remittitur. — Obj. Fontifices in Bullis 
aliquondo dicunt se concedere indulgentias peccatorum ; ergo* &c., — R. Ponitor 
causa pro effectu, et significatur indulgentia poens ex peccato.**— Theol. P. Dens. 
Tom 6. De Indulg. No. 886. 
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" tomeamentis cruentastis^ in hostes convertite fidei et 
nominis Christiani. Rapinas^ furta, homicidia, fomica- 
tiones^ adulteria^ incendia, quibus Dominum ad iracun- 
" diam provocastis, in hac expeditione redimite,* et fra- 
'* tribus vestris, qui in Hierosolymis et finibus ejus habi- 
"tant condolentes, Barbarorum insolentias compescite, 
quibus propositum est nomen deprimere Christianorum. 
Nos autem de omnipotentia Dei maxim^ [misericordia] 
*^ et beatorum Apostolorum ejus Petri et Pauli auctori- 
tate confisi, ex ilia quam nobis (licet indignis) Deus 
ligandi atque solvendi contulit potestatem, omnibus qui 
laborem istum in propriis personis subierint et expen- 
sis, plenam suorum peccatorum si veraciter fuerint 
corde contriti et ore confessi^ veniam indulgemus et in 
retributione justorum^ salutis aBtemae pollicemur aug- 
mentum. Hujus quoque remissionis concedimus esse 
participes^ qui ad subventionem istius itineris^ de bonis 
suis congru^ ministrabunt^ aut circa preedicta consilium 
et auxilium impendent opportunum. Ite ergo strenui 
per orbem^ Christi milites^ timorem mortis penitus 
omittentes : Non enim sunt condignae passiones hujus 
temporis ad futuram gloriam^ quas revelabitur in nobis. 
HsBc praesentibus praecipimus^ absentibus mandamus^ 
terminumque proximum ver figimus. Aderit enim 
^^ Deus euntibus^ ut bonus eis arrideat annus^ tum in 
" copia frugum^ tum in serenitate elementorum. Mori- 
^* turi caelorum intrabunt triclinium^ victuri Dominicum 
^^ videbunt sepulchrum. Felices sunt qui ad banc expe> 

* " Peccata tua eleemosynis redime, et iniquitates tuas misericordiis paupe- 
nun." — Dan. ir. 84.. . . .Tof afxa^utg an Iv IXttif^oa-vveug \vl§wavu, wn 7af ^ixio; an 
cv otyQi^fjMc 9riyti7(t;y.— Dan. iv. 24. Septuag. Orabe, Oxon. 1707. ..." Redeem thy tint 
with alms, and thy iniquities with works of mercy to the poor.*'— Dan. iy. S4.— > 
Catholic Version. 
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" ditionem vocantur, ut videant loca sancta^ in quibus 
"caelorum Dominus cum hominibus conversatus est, et 
" pro hominibus natus, crucifixus, mortuus, sepultus, et 
" resuscitatus est." — (Apud Matt. Paris, 1095.) 

*' Rouse yourselves, therefore, ye valiant men, and 
" enter boldly upon a glorious enterprise against the 
" enemies of the Cross. Having in view the propaga- 
^' tion of the Christian faith, fix the sign of the cross 
" upon your shoulders, and in public testimony of your 
"faith make an external display of the ardour which 
" glows within your breasts. Those arms which unlaw- 
" fiiUy in wars and tournaments you have often tarnished 
^' in each others' gore, turn now against the enemies of 
" the Christian faith and name. Your rapines, thefts, 
" and murders, your impurities, adulteries, and burnings, 
those crimes by which you have provoked the Lord to 
anger, redeem* in this expedition; and condoling 
with your brethren who dwell in Jerusalem and its 
"borders, subdue the insolence of Barbarians, whose 
fixed resolve is destruction to Christianity. For our- 
selves, relying on the mercy of Almighty God, and the 
authority of his blessed Apostles Peter and Paul — ^by 
virtue of that power, which to us, though unworthy, he 
has been pleased to impart, of binding and loosing — to 
all who in person, and at their own costs and charges 
shall undertake the said laborious enterprise — provided 
they be truly contrite of heart, and make confession 
" with the mouth — ^we mercifully grant plenary remission 
of their sins, and in the retribution of the just, we pro- 
mise them an increase of eternal happiness. Of the 
same remission we likewise grant that they may be 

* See note to p. 47, ante. 
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^^ partakers who shall either^ in due proportion to their 
^' means^ contribute to the maintenance of the said expe- 
'^ dition^ or devote to it their seasonable advice and aid. 
Go forward, then, boldly, ye soldiers of Christ, and 
totally disregard every apprehension of death : for ^ the 
sufferings of this present time are not worthy to be 
compared with the glory which shall be revealed in 
us.'* These things we enjoin to those who are pre- 
sent, we deliver as a charge to those who are absent, 
'^ and we appoint the next spring for the term. For God 
will prosper those who go ; he will make the year smile 
propitiously upon them ; he will cause their harvests 
to abound, and the elements to be perpetually calm. 
^^ Those who may die will enter into the mansions of 
*' heaven ; the survivors will behold the sepulchre of 
the Lord. Happy they who are caUed to such an ex- 
pedition, to behold the consecrated spot where the 
" Lord of heaven vouchsafed to converse with men, and 
^'for men's salvation was bom and was crucified and 
^^ died, was buried and rose again." 

Such, Rev. Sir, was the animating speech of the 
Holy Father — a speech, which as Matthew Paris ob- 
serves, (who himself was usually by no means a flatterer 
of the Popes,t) was worthy of so great a Pontiff (" qua- 
lem tantum decebat sacerdotem.^^ J Let me now request 
the reader's attention to your somewhat curious comment 
upon it : it will be found to commence at page 6 of your 
pamphlet, and is as follows : — 

Pope Urban H. (who is usually considered, I 
believe, one of the first granters of Papal indulgences,) 
^'towards the close of the 11th century, promises to 

• Rom. Tiii. 18. f See the Cent. Magd. JBt IS. c. 10. 
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^^ those who should join the banners of the cross against 
"the Infidels, not only * indulgence of all their sins* 
(which looks very much like pardon of sins,) but also 
an entrance into the paradise of bliss. And lest it 
'* should be supposed that his indulgence did not extend 
to sins properly so called, but only to the temporal 
punishment, whether on earth or in purgatory, still 
remaining unpaid, he expressly mentions theft, murder , 
" and other sins, respecting which the scriptures declare, 
^ that they who do such things shall not enter into the 
kingdom of God,' as those of which plenary remission 
would be enjoyed, together with an assurance of eter- 
nal life * by those who took advantage of the indul- 
gence.* ' Upon which* says Ordericua Vitalis, a co- 
temporary historian, * all the thieves, pirates, and other 
rogues, came in great numbers and Usted themselves, 
having made confession of their sins :* and, if we 
"believe St. Bernard, Hhere were very few but such 
" among them ;' which he very much rejoices in, and 
" adds the somewhat caustic remark, ^ there was a dou- 
ble cause of joy in it; — ^both that they left the countries 
where they were before, and now went upon such an 
enterprise as would carry them to heaven.' It would 
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" seem, therefore, that these rogues and murderers still 
" retained their character (and, if we may believe the 






histories of those times, their habits too) even after 
they had confessed, and confessing had obtained par- 
don of, their former sins. For, if I rightly understand 
" the definitions of an indulgence above quoted, its bene- 
"fits, whatever they be, are applicable to those only 
who, ' as to the guilt and eternal punishment of their 
sins,' have been pardoned already, on their repentance 
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" and confession. Stilly there remained a considerable 
debt of temporal punishment to be discharged ; a debt 
which, it seems likely, would — with many of them at 
least, consideriug what sort of persons they were — 
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receive continual accessions during the expedition. 
Notwithstanding, however heavy the score might be, 
the indulgence guaranteed to them a full remission of 
the debt ; and they might go to battle, with a plenary 
assurance that, if they died, not only the gates of pur- 
gatory would be closed against them, but the doors of 
the kingdom of heaven throivn wide open to receive 
" them." 

To make many remarks. Rev. Sir, would be almost 
to insult my reader, and to throw suspicion on his can- 
dour and common sense. Suffice it, therefore, to observe, 
that whether the " thieves, pirates, and other rogues," 
who came, as you state, ^^ in great numbers and listed 
themselves," besides making confession of their sins, were 
not also required to be " trvly contrite*^ for them — and 
whether, if they really were so contrite, the repentance 
of so many public sinners might not reasonably be to St. 
Bernard a subject of joy, as it certainly would be, to the 
angels of God* — and whether any Christian who had a 
real love for his neighbour, and who rejoiced to know 
that a country or neighbourhood, which had long been 
infested with robbers, had at length become freed from 
the annoyance, would not doubly rejoice to know that 
such their deliverance was owing to the robbers' true 
repentance and conversion — and whether it became you. 
Sir, as a minister of religion, sarcastically to sneer at 
such a two-fold rejoicing — and whether the indulgence 

• Luke XV. 10. 
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of Pope Urban II. guarantees to any but " the truly con- 
trite/' the least possible remission of any portion of their 
debt, however heavy, or even light, the score might be ; 
or to any who might go to battle impenitent, any assu- 
rance whatever, that the gates either of purgatory or hell 
would be closed against them, and much less that the gates 
of heaven would be thrown wide open to receive them — 
or whether, in fine, the whole detail of your comment is 
not manifestly a tissue of unpardonable misrepresenta- 
tions, and an unbecoming series of pro&ne and unchris- 
tian raillery, are again so many questions which I shall 
leave to the judgment of the reader. 

But again. Rev. Sir, at page 9 of your pamphlet, 
your assert that ^^ Bellarmine tells us that a ' plenary in- 
^'dulgence takes away all the punishment due to sin.' " 
Now the fact is, that Bellarmine tells us nothing of the 
kind. He repeatedly asserts that an indulgence takes 
away nothing more than the temporal punishment,* or 
that which remains due after the remission of the guilt. 
Not once, throughout the whole of his treatise, does he 
tell us, or even hint to us, that an indulgence takes away 
the guilt or the eternal punishment. In a variety of 
passages he expressly, indeed, declares the contrary. 
His definition of indulgences in general is, that they are 
*^ remissions of the punishments which often remain to be 
'^ suffered after the remission of the guilt, and a recon- 
^* ciliation (with God) have been obtained in the sacra- 
" ment oif penance."t And his definition of a plenary 

• " iDduIgentioi non remittunt culpaxn npque lethalem neqne Tenialem, sed 
solam pcenam* eamque temporariam." — ^Bellann. Tom 8. De Indulg. Lib. 8. 
Cap. iii. F. 

i "R^missiones poenarum qnn snpe remanent eluendn poat reminionem 
culparum et reconciliationem in sacramento Fcnitentin adeptam.*'— 'lb., Tom ii. 
De Ind. Lib. 1. Cap. i. O. 
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indulgeuce is, that '^ it takes away the whole debt of 
*' punishment^ which perchance has remained after the 
" remission of the guilt. *^* Now, Sir, does it follow, do 
you think, that because you are wholly uninformed about 
Catholic theology, and equally unacquainted with the 
scriptural distinction between the remission of the eter- 
nal and of the temporal punishment ; and, in consequence 
of that ignorance, have taken upon you to decide that 
Bellarmine's distinction between remissio pcence and re- 
missio ctdpcB is " futile," you are therefore authorized to 
omit from a quotation, as ^^ superfluous," a clause which, 
to others who are not so ignorant, makes a most impor- 
tant and essential difference ? and to quote the mutilated 
passage as expressive of the sentiments of the author, 
whereas without the remainder it would express directly 
the reverse ? — But admitting even, for a moment, that 
the distinction were futile, and that after the remis- 
sion of the guilt no punishment could remain due, would 
your assertion, as to Bellarmine's statement, then be 
correct ? On the contrary. Sir, it would be still more 
glaringly otherwise. Bellarmine's statement is, that 
a plenary indulgence takes away all the punishment 
due to sin, which remains after the remission of the 
guilt J* Now, if none remains after such remission of 
the guilt, the all becomes instantly, of course, reduced 
to none; — and Bellarmine, instead of telling us that 
a plenary indulgence takes away all the punishment 
due to sin," would manifestly, according to your own 
assumed principle, assert that it takes away none what- 
ever. So much then for your incorrect statement about 
Bellarmine — and so much for your excuse. 
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* *' Indulgentia. . . .plenaria totum pcenas reatum tollit qui post culpam remis- 
sam fort^ lemansiU"— Idem. De Ind. Lib. 1. Cap. ix. O. 
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But once more^ Rev. Sir^ and for the present^ I 
shall conclude. (On the probably ybr^erf indulgences of 
hundreds and thousands of years^ &c.^ I shall treaty with 
more propriety, in ray next communication.) But at 
page 11 of your " Traffic/' you speak of a pilgrim dying 
on his way to Rome, and of his being visited by the 
priest, and confessing, and receiving absolution ; and you 
observe, " Why the indulgence he holds in his hand has 
" done that for him already :" and at page 30, you profess 
to quote as the words of St. Thomas Aquinas, that "there 
"is that given him whereby he may absolve himself." 
Now, Sir, had you known any thing at all about the the- 
ory or practice of the Catholic religion, with reference to 
absolution, you would have known that you were writing 
sheer nonsense. You would have known that in the 
Catholic religion there is no such absurdity as self-abso- 
lution. You would have known that neither priests, 
nor bishops, nor even popes, can absolve themselves. 
The same law of confession. Sir, as well as the same 
laws of fasting and abstaining, and the same obligation 
of believing the self-same articles of faith, which bind 
the laity, bind equally the clergy, from the lowest to the 
highest; and the Pope himself has no other means of 
obtaining the remission of his sins, than the humblest 
and most illiterate of his flock. It would be manifest 
at once, therefore, to any Catholic, upon seeing your 
pretended quotation from St. Thomas Aquinas, that it 
must be incorrect. And now. Sir, what will you say to 
the charge which I shall have to bring against you? 
You have yourself supplied me with the extract; and 
nothing but ignorance of Latin, such as no one will give 
you credit for, could possibly plead your excuse. The 



55 



fact is^ that in accordance with the theory set forth by 
Clement VI., in the Bull already cited, (in page 22,) 
and from which, moreover, you yourself, have given a 
garbled extract, St. Thomas observes, that a person 
who obtains an indulgence is not, plainly speaking, 
acquitted or forgiven the debt of punishment which he 
owes, but that from the superabundant merits of Christ 
and his saints, so much is apportioned to him as ena- 
bles him to pay it. (Dicendum est qvod ille qui indul- 
gentias suscipit non absolvitur, simpliciter loquendoy a 
debito poeneey sed datur sibi unde debitum solvat.^^J 
Now Sir, what is your answer ? Does debitum solvere 
mean to absolve oneself 9 Does to pay a debt mean not 
to pay it ? Does to pay a debt mean to re/use the 
payment and to forgive oneself 9 Does debitum sol- 
vere, once more I ask you, mean to absolve oneself 9 
Oh, Sir, into what prevarications will not ignorance or 
malice betray its unhappy victim ! Is it not manifest 
that from one cause or the other, you have come forward 
against us with a false accusation; and like all false 
witnesses, in order to support it, you have found yourself 
obliged to have recourse to those means which an honor- 
able mind would shudder to contemplate; and event- 
ually, in the instance before us, for a Latin expression 
which was lying plainly before you, you have knowingly, 
wilfully, and deliberately, presented to your readers a 
fallacious and false translation. 

I have now. Sir, I trust sufficiently refuted the 
fallacies contained in your first letter, and indirectly, 
several which appear in the others. In my next com- 
munication I propose to lay before my readers, the 
conditions upon which alone, and indispensably, the 
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Catholic Church believes that pardons for sin may be 
obtained, whether as to the eternal or the temporal 
punishment. I propose to explain to them candidly and 
honestly, the origin and history of indulgences, and the 
origin, and original meaning, of the technical expression 
which has afforded you so specious a plea for supporting 
your false accusation against us. I shall at once admit, 
to the {idlest extent possible that truth will allow me, the 
abuses respecting indulgences, which at different periods 
have prevailed, — ^more especially those which are of a 
pecuniary character, and are generally stigmatized as 
^' sales of indulgences ;'' but I will also prove that the 
Catholic Church neither believes nor teaches that such 
infamous sales were lawful, and that she is no more res- 
ponsible for their existence, then the author of Chris- 
tianity is responsible for the thefts of Judas, or for the 
still more infamous sale which for thirty pieces of silver 
he carried into effect, and sealed, moreover, with a kiss, 
which the Author of sancity himself did not refuse. I 
will also enter boldly and deeply into the question of 
the Tax-tables — I will explain their real character and 
nature^ as far as such tables actually exists and I trust 
that I shall be able to prove that the whole of your argu- 
ment respecting them is a fallacy from beginning to end. 
It will only be requisite indeed to tell ^^ the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth," to prove equi- 
valently to a demonstration, that the Catholic Church 
not only does not believe that either pardons or indul- 
gences may be sold, but that actually she teaches and 
enjoins^ most expressly^ that nothing whatsoever can be 
sold which is of a spiritual character. It will not be 
difficult to prove. Sir, that for every enactment in the 
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canon law of your own Church against traffic in spiritual 
things^ she is indebted to the Catholic Church her pre- 
decessor ; and that there are Catholic canons still 
existing in the Protestant Church of England, unre- 
pealed and uncancelled, which, owing merely to the 
universal prevalence of abuses, are known to have 
become a dead letter. By way of further vindication, 
then, of the Catholic Church, I shall enter into this 
department also. I will let my readers know that the 
Catholic canons still remaining on your books, not only 
censure, but would actually annul those simoniacal sales 
which are constantly going forward, with regard to be- 
nefices, prebendaries, canonries, and ecclesiastical ap- 
pointments, of every description existing. I will let 
them know, that she detests and abominates such abuses 
as pluralities and non-residence — that in her views of 
things, the property of the Church is the patrimony of 
the poor — that a certain proportion of the tithes of each 
parish is their rightful property — that beneficed clergy- 
men are but stewards in their behalf — and that those 
clergymen who, instead of devoting their ecclesiastical 
revenues to the maintenance of the poor and the service 
of the Church, appropriate theioa solely to themselves 
and their families, are anathematized by her as sacrile- 
gious thieves and plunderers of the Church and the poor; 
— and that, in point of fact. Sir, the real reason why you 
and your colleagues are so vehement and bitter in your 
declamations against the sacred Council of Trent is, not 
because, as you have intimated, she was afraid to reform 
abuses, but because she reformed them too radically; 
it is simply and solely. Sir, because her decrees would 
not allow a Canon Residentiary of Lichfield to be an 
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absentee from his Cathedral ten months in the year, nor 
a Vicar of Colwich to be an absentee from his parish 
the remaining two ; — she would indispensably^ oblige 
the Canon Residentiary of Lichfield Cathedral to per- 
petual residence at Lichfield ; and would by no means 
allow him to be an Archdeacon of Stafford^ and Vicar 
of the parish of Colwich. 

" I am^ &c., 

T, L. GREEN. 
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